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Current Topics. 


Mr. H. C. A. Bingley. 

THE ANNOUNCEMENT of the appointment of Mr. H. C. A. 
Binciey to a London Magistrateship will be received with 
general pleasure by the Bar, to whose interests he has given 
valuable service for many years. When, in 1895, the old Bar 
Committee gave place to the General Council of the Bar, Mr 
BINGLEY was appointed secretary to the Council, and he has 
filled that office since with much tact and success. 


The Enforcement of Food Orders. 

WE staTeD recently (ante, p. 453) that the Local Govern- 
ment Board, by arrangement with the Food Controller, had 
made an Order empowering local authorities to enforce the 
Orders issued by the Ministry of Food. This week we print 
the text of the Order, which is entitled the Local Authorities 
(Food Control) Order (No. 1), 1917, and it will be seen that it 
confers these powers in respect of a humber of specified Food 
In the case of the new Food Orders, which we print 
, there is a special addendum by the Local Govern- 
arrangement, 7.€., 


Orders. 

this week 
ment Board, including these in the same 
they will be enforced by the local authorities 


The ‘‘ Romney” Case. 
THE CASE of Huntington v. Lewis & Simmons, 
to a singular end on Wednesday, appears to have afforded a 
week of innocent diversion to practitioners and listeners in Mr. 
Justice Dartinec’s Court. Notwithstanding the depressing 
influence of the times, the learned Judge was in one of his 
happiest and most humorous moods, and was well supported 
by the eminent counsel engaged in the case. The question 
picture of Mrs, Sippons and her 
the defendants 


which came 


at issue was whether a 
younger sister, Mrs. Fanny KemB ie, sold by 
£20,000, and guaranteed to be a 


to the plaintiff for 
During the trial the 


‘Romney,’’ was by that painter or not 
picture was exhibited on an eas sel near the Bench, and was 
subjected to the minute examination of the Judge as well as 
to the criticism of Sir Epwarp Poynter, Sir Luke Fivpes, 


and other well-known artists and experts, and there were wit- 











But when the case for the defence should 


32 


nesses in its favour. 
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it seems, no exception has been taken, though it 
hat such attempts to nationalize finance will be oper 
m hereafter. The objections to the scheme app« 
d mainly on the possibility of its being used, 1 
purpose of supplementiag and extending ex 
¢ facilitie but also as itself a rival trading inst 
ely to indulge in business of an unduly spe 
ter At the same time the pl ictical need of 
tution the new corporation appears to be admit 
| FARRINGDON peaking with the authority ot 
| ive definite assurance that it will not enter 
| ine } ond the s« ope of the transactions conte 
the report of | ommittee referred to above 


Actions. 

INTERESTING technicalities were decided in the course 
tom v. Astor (Times, 19th inst.), but perhaps the chief 
that the common informer is not a persor 
he | rd ith any undue degree of favour In 
e Major Astor had sat and voted in the Hou 
ile he was proprietor of the Pall Mall Gazette, 
this period his newspaper had inserted the usual 


it the request of Sir Hepiey Le Ba 


entrusted by the Parliamentary Recruiting Cor 





it War Office with the task of getting these 
ts published The common informer’s claim was based 
v that the insertions were made as the result of 
between Major Astor and the Government 
ise the former a member of Parliament, would have 
ible to statutory penalties for each day he sat and voted 


lly in purely technical action like this, where the 
ire all on the side of the defendant, the plaintiff must 
ficult in the way of proving his case His first 
is to shew—what, of course, was not admitted—that 
Astor had in fact sat and voted in the House on t 
{ i] rd showed that he had done t 
I t admissible legal evidence t 
hearsa The House of Commons was petitioned |} 
tiff to supply proof, and the Speaker in reply, acting 
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the prisoner, handed or tossed the depositions to a member 


of the Bar present in court, according to a fixed rotation 
The ‘‘ brief consisted of these depositions without any 
upplemientary statement or observations, and the counsel, 
often young and inexperienced, 
the the was called on, and he 
examine the witnesses to the best of his ability 
dure had some resemblance to the old-fashioned way of teach 


had barely time to glance at 
had to 
This pros e 


evidence before case 


ing a boy to swim by throwing him from a boat into deep 


water, and led more often to flurry and nervousness than to 


easy confidence. We are therefore not surprised to hear that 
it is hoped that arrangements may be made by which in 
future ‘‘ court brief in cases that are to be heard on the 
first day of the sittings, will be distributed on the previous 


day to members of the mess entitled to them 
Letting by Auction. 

AN ESTEEMED correspondent informs us that an auction sale 
of a somewhat unusual nature took place at Berwick-upon 
Tweed on 19th inst 


occupied by a 


, when a leasehold dwelling-house, formerly 
whose estate is in course 
The house 
deceased, and had never been let by 
inquiries 
regarding the rent required, it was considered that the fairest 


gentleman now dead 
of administration—wa 
had built by the 


him, there 


put up to let by auction. 


been 


and a were a considerable number of 


way o! testing the market would be to let it in this manner 


The result was quite satisfactory, the bidding starting at a 


low figure and rising by £1 bids to a rent which was somewhat 
above the figure which, in the minds of many, would be ob 
tained. The conditions applicable to the case were read be 
fore the ile, and attached thereto was a form of tenancy 


agreement One of the conditions provided for the landlord 


having a right to approve the taker, and as this was done 
forthwith at the auction, the tenancy agreement was com 
plets ad at on nd the matter closed We may note that the 
custom of selling pari h land by auction for a twenty-one 
yea! ease, in pursuance of the terms of the devise of it, still 
obtains at the lage of Chedzoy, near Bridgwater, but ther 
the sale is by inch—or, rather, half-indh—of candle, the last 
hidder before the half inch is burnt being the purchaser 


In Pepys Diary it 
manner ee 48 Soiicrrors’ Journat, p. 722. 


noted that ships were sold in a similar 


The Case of Mrs. Geddes. 


IN THE newspape1 paragraph which announce the well 
Eri stated that he 


Those who have any acquaintance 


GEDDES, it is 


omotion of Sir 


is of Scottish descent 


with Scotland would have little doubt of the nationality of 
inyvone w bore the name ot Geddes, and this nationality 
well illustrated by the case of Perrin v. Lyon’ (9 East 170), 
that Josian Perrin by his will made 


1 1 
trom which we learn 


pre ion for his wife and daughter, but with a proviso that if 
either wife or daughter should intermarry with any person 
born in that part of Great Britain called Scotland, or born of 
scott parents, they should forfeit all benefit under the 


will We are further told that after the death of the testa 
tor the daughter married. Wittiam Gepves, of Warrington, 
The Court of King’s 
held that the 
condition, though in partial restraint of marriage, was valid, 
and that in the circumstances Mrs. Geppes forfeited all benefit 
father The object of the restraint was pos- 
sibly to prevent marriage with a particular person, but how 


born in Scotland and of Scotch parents 


Bench, after learned and elaborate arguments. 


under her will 


ever arbitrary and unreasonable it may appear, it is not within 


the rule that conditions in general restraint of marriage are 
opposed to public policy At the same time there is much to 
be said for the recognition of a judicial power to annul oppres 
ive and foolish testamentary restrictions 


Mr. Howell Powell Edward f South-street, Park-lane, W.. and of 
Lawrence-lane jlicitor, formerly of Novington Manor, Plumpton, 
Sussex, accidentally killed wTile shooting over his estate on 20th 


Similarity of Trading Names. 


Tue Court of Appeal affirmed the decision of Astsury, J 
in the case of Kwing (trading as the Buttercup Dairy Uo.) 
Butter up Margarine Uo. (Limited) (ante, p. 443). In this 
case the plaintiff carried on a retail business in margarine unde: 
the name of the Buttercup Dairy Co. He had nearly a hu 
dred and sixty shops, seven in the north of England, and the 
remainder in Scotland. The defendant company were inco: 
porated in 1916, in London, for the primary purpose of doit 
a wholesale business in margarine, although their memorandu: 
of association authorized them to do retail business. As soon 
as the plaintiff heard of their registration, he complained, but 
the defendants persisted in asserting their right to continue to 
use their name. AstTBURY, J., granted an injunction to 1 
strain them from doing so, and this decision was affirmed hy 
the Court of Appeal. In his judgment Lord CozEns-Harpy 
M.R., said the defendants might have been expected, as hon 
business men, when the plaintiff complained, to have said 
‘“ We are very sorry, but we were not aware of your existe! 
and as you object we will change our name and not in any way 





interfere with you ’’ ; but that the defendants, instead of dé 
that, asserted their right to do what was complained of, and 
continued to do it We hope that this remark of the Master 
of the Rolls will bear fruit in the future, and will check the 
too-prevalent practice of adopting a trading name which clashe 
with the name of an established business 

The decision in the Buttercup case was followed in the more 
recent case of the Alhion Motor Car Co. (Limited) v. Alhi 
Carriage and Motor Body Works (Limited), also before A 
BuRY, J. Here the plaintiffs had carried on an extensive b 
ness under their name for a number of years in the motor-cat 





trade. They had registered ‘‘ Albion ’’ as a trade-mark, and 
‘* Albion ’’ in connection with motor-cars had come to me 

generally the plaintiffs. The defendants were a small company 
incorporated in 1916 to carry on business in Albion-garde: 

Hammersmith. The plaintiffs, on hearing of the incorpora 
tion of the defendant company, them 
** Albion ’’ from their name, but they refused, and the plain 
tiffs commenced an action for an injunction to restrain then 
from carrying on business under their present name or any 
other name comprising ‘‘ Albion.”’ AstBurRy, J., granted 

injunction He said that it was impossible, on the evidence, 
to hold that the defendants’ not calculated to lead 
people who knew of the reputation and trade of the plaint ff 
company to imagine that the defendant company was a branch 


requested to omit 


name was 


if, or connected with, the well-known company who made thie 
cars which were known on the market as the ‘‘ Albion ’’ « 
In this case (as in the Buttercup case) there was a dissimila! 
in the actual businesses carried on by the parties, but | 
businesses were connected with the motor-car industry. 

trading name of a company or firm is a very valuable as 
but its value has been somewhat diminished in the immediate 
past by an apparent disinclination in the courts to afford an 
adequate protection to such trading names. We trust that the 


and that ! 


e 


eases under notice will inaugurate a new 


era, 
future, the true doctrine will be acted upon by the court t 
where the trading name adopted by a trader, innocently as 
well as knowingly, is er facie, or upon evidence, likely t 
confused with the trading name of a long-established and 
known company or firm, the use of the first-mentioned trading 


name will be stopped by injunction. 


The United ‘ommissioner of Internal Revenue ha 
Times, issued a ruling that British charitable org 
from the American income-tax. In a letter to a 
adds that such organization vill not be required 
returns of annual net income. But they are 
coupons detached from American bonds income-tax cert! 

1916), 


1,004 (re November 
taxable under 


organization, iwecome not 
reque ted to file with A 
certificates, | 
may 


States ( 


izations 


british inst 
Commissioner 
requested to fil 
interest 
Form 

exempt 
Bth September, 1916 


hearing th end 
section 11 \ 


vised in 


They are also 
orporations from which div 
1.086, bearing the same endorsement, in 


idends are received. 


order that tax 





January, left estate of gross value £99,937 


deducted at the source. 
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Recovery of Money Paid on 
Mistaken Law. 


Ir is often laid down that, whereas money paid in mistake 


of fact may be recovered, money paid in mistake of law cannot 
be recovered The latter part of this proposition would appear 
to be based originally on the judgment ot word E.e 
BOROUGH In case after case that learned Judge insisted on 
this rule, often basing his judgment on it alone when other 
members of the Court based their judgments on entirely dif 
ferent princip Lord ELLENBOROUGH no doubt thought he 
was properly construing BuLLer, J dictum wm Lo , N 
Bourdieu (1780, 2 Dougl. 467). That dictum was, shortly, to 
the effect that. if the law be mistaken. the rule applies that 
tu ( CHAMBRE, J., in # / ( \ 

Jacres (1813, 5 int 143). could ‘ e how tl lait 
maxim had a Ly apph tion in the « of Lou YN Bo 
Nor indeed can anyone else. But Lord ELLENBorovcn, havi 

i his own mind establi d the rule that money paid \ 
tarily on a must ike ol | W could not be re veered, continued 
throughout his « er to ap it in ev case where there w 
any chance of doing so 

Lord ELLENBOROUGH’S insistence in th matter is all th 


1? 
more remarkable 


in that he seldom found any other member of 


the Court paying the least respect to lus rule. A very con 
iderable number of cases might be cited where his lordship 
] ] 


reiterated the rule and applied it, and the decision was no 


doubt ‘ioht, but right on other ore und This of itself may 


] ive led to its ol idual a ceptan the fact that the decision 
was right, although the grounds were rong A very con 
siderable number of cases may be cited where the other members 
of the Court ime to the same decision, and often without a 
much paying Lord ELLENBOROUGH ft compliment of rete 
ring to hi ru A good example is thie ase of Denhy 


Voore (1817, 1 B. & Ald. 123), where the full rent had been 
paid to the landlord by the tenant without deducting income 
tax The tenant was in law charged with a duty to deduct 
it. The purpose of the legislature in fixing on the tenant thi 
duty was to secure payment of the tax Moreover, the Acts 


then in force, as now, rendered any agreement to pay in full, 
without deducting the tax, void. The purpose of these pro 


Taxation at the sour is one method of secur 
The tenant in question sought to 


visions is clear 
ing payment of the tax 
recover what he had paid and what he ought to have deducted 
Lord ELLENBOROUGH, as 1 ual, put his view on tl ne ore d 
only BAYLEY, J ‘ who followed, took the point t] it. 1f the 
tenant was to be a wed to recover t neome tax from |] 


landlord, which he ought himself to have deducted, there would 


be a tendency to defraud the revenue Assort, J., took much 
the ume view, hile HoLtroyp, J., commer d hi judg ent 
by the statement that, if the action could be maintained, it 
would countervail the provisions o the Act It would seem 
clear that that was the true view of the case 

Lord ELLENBOROUGH ong since dead. But the proposit 

for which in its most dogmat form he was mainly respon 
sible—survive The doctrine, however, is not over-favoured 
nowadav As NEVILLE. J nted out in the recent case of 
4 ; (1916, 2 Ch. 417), far from 


ubstantially limited n recent 


(1827. 3 Russ. 287), an executrix had, on a mistaken view of 
under the will, paid an annuity for 


] 


the rights of the partie 
me pay ible, and the Court allowed 


two vears before it had bec: 
her to retain and reimburse herself in respect of these payment 


out of the accruing annuity inst ilment ifter it had become 
payable. In Stone v. Godfrey (1854, 5 De G. M. & G. 76, at 
p. 90) Turner, L.J., gave it as his opinion that, apart fron 
mere administration actions, the Court had power to reliev 
against mistakes in law as well as mistakes in fact. 
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from passengers. No porter had been dismissed during the last twenty 


years for receiving a tip, Hut during that time porters had been sus 
pended, cautioned, or removed to other duties tor doing so. The cas 
vas distinguishable from Penn v. Spiers & Pond (Limited) (1908, 1 
K. B. 766, 1 B. W. C. C. 401), because in the case of a restaurant car an 
attendant’s tips were recognized as part the terms of his contract of 


In the case of a porter, his vere not regulated with any 





service. ipe 
regard to the amount of tips which he might pick up, but according to 
the railway station on which he was employed, all stations being 
d led into three classes by the mpany TI yunty court judge 
found as facts that the taking of tips by porters on the Great Western 
lailway had been going on for years pract Iy unrestricted ; that the 
giving and receiving of such tips was open and notorious, and the same 
had been sanctioned by the mpany by their withdrawal of the rule 
pr bitir porters from a¢ pting tips unde nv circumstances The 
mpat ippealed At the ose of the } llant’s case 
Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said the appeal failed. An aecident 
rred to a railway porter emp! 1 at Bath Station The only 
tion was what was the amount mpensation to be paid him by 
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latter had business re t ! Tt is! 1 that porters exp ted and 
I 1 tiy But it w said that t h there was a prohibit 
nst porters acfnally soliciting tips from passengers, there was 1 
plaint made by the ’ v to tips received ithout solicitation 1 
n their emplov If thi S it ere true, he t} ht 
t ! vas—that thi Sage is} ! ind absolutely well known 
t rvbody, the e fell wit the d that Court in Pen? 
S Pond (1 / 1% . 6 Common kn led f 
t i s ned t t he relations ] , 
notor that id r ; j ‘ 
t} n t o7 ly 
t | I son r 3 er rent ] 
| T } re ived ti tron h ( ] 
! ight sav that it was nte 
, nt that h ] t these 
probably J] wuld } } 4] ’ 
1] 
B nd Warrineton, LL... idgment to the me effect 
\ dismissed.—-Covuwsen, for the appellants, Schille K.C.. and 
D. Cotes-Pres for the res lent, 7 Swift, K.C iz. 7.C 
Weth 1 Sonsierro: a (FR Rat} 
[he 11 T I ; . t-Law.] 


High Court—Cheancery Division 
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not follow it. At the same time, he must guard himself by saying that 


he would not necessarily have decided the present case In the same way 


n the absence of the authority referred to Che collection of postage 
stamps therefore passed to Lady Masson as part of the specific bequest 
under the Counsen, Stirling; Whitmore Richards; F. B. Fuller 


SO 
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but that | ib-section (2) one is thrown back on clause 5 of Schedule 4, the directors depends on profits there is no such discretion given t 
Part I f the earlier Act The remaining defence is that the defendant the Commissioners. but they are bound to allow the deduction if they 
is not t ect 19 at a Ss ection 3 sa that in thie se re satisfied that the remuneration depends on the profits. This inter 
ti the re lirectors i les any manag r persons con pretation of the language of the schedule could not be accepted It 
cerned wa nt of t trade or bu ee e re! erated must be read to mean that the Commissioners may exercise 
ft | t r busir | f hit be ne doubt liseretion to direct otherwise vhen they find that the direct 
lant , wer. but he not a mere rket remuneration depends on the profits of the business, but that ther: 
iH t ‘ 1 pers eri the management no statutory obligation to allow the deduction merely on the finding 
f 4 hu - Ae t emunerated t of the funds of the to the fact of such remuneration. The rule must therefore h« 
} é ‘ t t i ft ‘ ine ted ilthough he has 1 charged 
ot} ' tha t t h can be enforced by RIDLEY ind AVORY JJ neurred Rul discharged COUNS 


ot \ r leaf ‘ ed On +} nlaint: ff under f the applicants, Sir John Simon, K.C.. Disturnal K.( | 
to ‘ ‘ lof j r rey ‘ ite +} r name ul uppeal iremner tor the Crown, Si Fr derick Smith, A. i. and , Jl Hil. P rr 


fy ‘ ‘ nt inden f them in the ane Soticirors. Deacon & Co.;: Solicitor to the Inland Revenue. 
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‘1 Dine ; ‘ P Is . ri mow As eo ) ’ ad sattudaadl 4 the husband that she had committ 





: ' N \ ul , cdultery wit ti o-responder t. and the husband agreed to forgive her 
' . e IN , onde that ah was not pregnant as a consequence of her ad 
/ / / ' the f CH | adulter The wife falsely alleged that she was not pregnant, and in 
’ f f t prop than what ‘ que he husband lept u ith her and had intercourse with her 
( in t/ ’ fj trade r lleld. ¢ t there waa no real condonation of her offence, and that th 
, a f / rer / Aus 1 was entitled to hi lecree nisi for the dissolution of his 
marrit 
if f not if the deduct [his us the husband's suit for the dissolution of his marriage 
of} f fits } ble tot f t fhat | the ground of his wife vdultery ith the co-respondent. The 
f ‘ th f lil OF } her ans $ pleade 1 that her ad iltery had been condoned by 
husband Counsel for the petitioner said that the wife had confessed 
R ( a an t to the adultery with tl respondent, Temple, but when pressed by 
} ind certain t | eane ‘) the | Livoner s to whether he vas pregnant n consequence I ! 
WO + on ‘ ‘ on ned said adultery, she had made a false and fraudulent statement in t 
? tor e as remu 1 is not pregnant In consequence of her assurat that 
| tey a 3 res} ‘ inv Veal t} ¢ is not pregnant the petitioner had consented to sleep with her n } 
profits of t my for sucl , 10th A t. 1916 t the Charin Cross Hotel The wife i 
mt t ect of r, the ere 1 t protested that she is not in the family way, and the husband 
el rl f the net prof lept ith her that night and returned to France next morning I 
leduet Sir 19 December. 1912 t lent l t take dvantage of her own fraud to avoid t 
paid | } her own wrong-doing. Counsel cited and discussed .V/ 
" i ved led tion rom the Vos fhe ‘ ‘ Ircher 1897, P 263 Rernstein v. Bernsteiy 1893 } 
I t neo ta the first ca ! J ind KHilis v. Ell nd Smith (4 Sw & T. 157 Conunse ' 
I lax Act, 1 For the = ] lor the 1 ndent submitted that the offence of idultery had beer mi 
ler 4 | N Act loned nd therefore the result f the adultery—name 
| ) i] ( , 1 the | J ! ft respondent—had been aso condoned as being re b 
£119. 50¢ 1 fring the mpa part | sequence of the offence He ted Beehy v. Beeby (1 Hagg +} 
' fits d ie ah le 9 iP cl >Q. B. D. 23 ; : 
re n ' tors. al tir Haw J In tl se the husband petitions for divorce n | 
‘ | t ust] trad I ife’s adultery in June, 1916, with the co-respondent 
| lto d nee ed Temple, said t e a soldier in the Australian Expeditior , 
| ' tion 44 I I espondent did not appear Che wife put in an answer D 
j f Part | f the f { t jultery, and | ding ndonatior At the hearing t 
Lor S lirect that the ter not denied The evidence for the husband established 
toy 1 he deducted | ibt that t ind the respondent stayed tog 
‘ ren ' 1 upvir the same hed: m T m Sunday till 
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invalided. The respondent, in the spring of 1915, went to live at | 
F 














Weston-super-Mare. Early in June, 1916, she left Westom-super-Mare, | 
and alter spending a night with the co-respondent at an hotel in | 


County Court of Kent. 


-London, went to Sheerness, and lived there with the co-respondent as | ORDER IN COUNCIL 

man and wife in lodgings at a house in Invicta-road from the Sunday Whereas is enacted by Cou Courts A 1888, that it shal 
to the following Saturday His lordship stated the further ircum e lawful for His Majesty, by Order in Council, from time to time, to 
stances which had been put in evidence, and continued :] I find the | a}ter th, imber and boundaries of the Districts. and the Place of 
following facts :—(1) The respondent was, in fact, on 10th August, ling any Cou and 4 = vicek enine oul whet Towne and 
1916, pregnant of a child which was born on 14th March, 1917. (2) The)} Pla Court shall be held in anv Dis t 

petitioner was not the father of that child, which was 4 nine months’ His Majesty is pleased 1 with the advice of His Privy Council. 


hild, and vas conceived in June, 1916, when the petitioner was in . , und s her “ordered st ane ter the Ist day 





France, and was not the result of the intercourse of the petitioner and f J 1917. much of the Parish of Eltham as lies east of the 
the respondent, either at the end I July or on 10th August, 191¢ R «) 1a i s ‘ red fror the Greenv District f the 
3) On or for some weeks before 10th August, 1916, the respondent Cou Ke ld 1t Greenwi und Woolwich. to the 
cnew she is pregnant 4) The petitioner was willing to forgive the) \ Dis t of th j » Court 
respondent the adultery to which she had confessed, provided the 1 M 
respondent was not by reason of the adultery with child, and was not 
villing to forgive her if she was with child ») The petitioner asked vay : : , 
he respondent whether she was, by reason of her adultery, with child War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 
und asked in such a way as to make it clear to the respondent that his | The J ee f 18th M a eee 
illingness to forgive depended upon her not being with child 6) The} . ; — 5 
espondent asserted positively that she was not with child, knowing | = \ Notice wo an Urder has Det nade by t Board of Trade 
hat such assertion was false. 7) The respondent so lied in order to | “Ger | Prading with the Enen Amendment Act 16, requiring 
duce the petitioner to forgive het 3) The petitioner, believing the | @0%e! isiness to be ound wu ringing the yal } 
espondent’s assertion, and in consequence of that belief, expressed his 2 A War Office Notice ited 18th Ma requiring a return to be 
rgiveness and slept with his wife the same night 9) The petitioner | made of 36 and mu Ireland 
ft for Fran e on llth August, 1916, and first he ird of his w ife S c A iostke. dsted te Mi . ; Ord — 
egnancy after his return, invalided, in September, 191¢ (10) The |} nahi ' e Food ¢ , 
titioner filed his petition on 28th October, 191¢ In these circum ' 
tances it is said that there is an absolute bar to the dissolution of the Order, 8th May Li t L, Authoritie i England 
riage, on the ground of the respondent's adultery ; that the adultery nd Wak Pages Pre se Uae t re ( t st ry Juris 
is been condoned by forgiveness, made complete by the resumption of a rinted be 
irital intercourse, and that the adultery complained of having been +, An Admiralty N to M ers. dated 14th Ma No. 495. of 
condoned, it is immaterial how the forgiveness was induced I do not rr r 1917 é xy No, 444 of 1 \ 1 is ca 1), relating to 
ree that I am driven to that result in the present case he first | Engl ‘ North S s ‘ vith Rivers Thames and 
observation I desire to make s tl it, in my vle the fact that the | Medwa 1 \ Pi y ind [rath R iba Lhe 
ishband has had intercourse with a dé quent wife is not absolutely | R i I! i iil ! i rey | 
nclusive, and does not entirely shut out the enquiry whether ther hes | 
been that forgiveness and blotting out the offence which amounts to} The / Ga M W 
ndonation. Condonation is a question of fact It may be express, | An Ord Cou i] M ed \ 
may be implied The fact that the husband has had intercourse with | Defe e of the Realm R, . 
wife known to be delinquent is very strong evidence of the omy lete | in Ord so: dtl 14 ul — Man 
forgiveness of the known offence, for. Lord Stowell said in Becby v. | : D i ices . 
Reel 1 Hagg. 789 *“*Tt is to be presumed he would not have taken Ma Via ! \ : ‘ : ; : : 
her to his bed again unless he had en her But if to an express . ; = 
rgiveness it be an answer to say that it was obtained by fraud of a 5 s ha ule t 
the partie that ans rot ( illv 1 nt tor ene &. : Mi > \ 
lied from the fact of cohabitati f fraud induci i : y 
rrel nt n tl ther I hole there e, S ti . | > \ N ( | ard rT 
k mvself is thi To the apparent forgiveness ea pparent | t I I \ \ \ f 1 
vords and the act of inte irse, 1s im al Say that | \ 1 l ‘ ‘ 14 
t f that for el vas obtained he iudulent mis- | \ \ \ Ml . on { 
tions made by the fe for the pur bt s that] below Seeds, ( | 





estion whether he hould blot t her offer | res} t | 1 ¥ Ma . 
knowing that, and knowing that s! lyin d rder t blot | mad Food ( f 
t her off I ha ! ' rred t num| nd \l P | ? Ord M 
‘ I] lome t the ( t I \ i net i ‘ ' 
J he 1893 P. 292 ( Id ’ t sui} tv | H | \ , 
lusion of law at I rrived is that is I ‘ R Ord ith Ma 
1 th +} " ] lonati t ( uw il e| 
t t} ] for ‘ r} ed | 
wt, blotted ont. The } , ted | lent | Phe | Yi ‘ 
] | ; f Ta \ 1OT¢ | ‘ | 
lent ¢ tl Is and act ! et 
| , | | New Defence of the Realm Regulations. 
, 
eS , | R IN COUN 
I hild of | {R 
: : ; , Ml His 
1 Soni r) f | P 
7 j Dut } ; ! 
' ; ; Pas . ey. Bar . R t } 


New Orders, &c. i ) | ul 


ed 
New Statutes. | June ‘ lred and ' fte 
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enalise, Im} ede, 
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g with such first-mentioned regulatior 


made for the purpose of comply 
by th or order shall be deemed to be departure necessary to avoid 
diate danger within the meaning of the Regulations for 
e exemp Collisions at Sea 
me to the Offences in Respect of War Material 
s euch 7. +A 1 f g reguiat ve inse l 
a loence 
- | 2p. I ers nmits any t in ce 1 with any 
, aga ' ln eria i var ma | wholl irtially ineffe 
| e 4 ea 1 danger » a ! king 
e | hand r g tl in ) ny person engaged in the m 
" } tu I sssen g, transpor wy storage of war material 
| vvent of any order or instructior ven to him 
ze any | Cou employm mits to do anything to or In com 
Oo exe! ‘ “ terial the omission whereof is ] to rende 
nder thi va holly or partia ly ineffective, cause dang 
and é incre 1 dang od pers working upon handling, or usu 
Ber 4 an ‘ ruut f an offence against thes gulations.”’ 
; ith Ma 
ed t e| asain 
’ | 
. an | > > + ‘ - 
Seeds, Oils, and Fats. 
NOTICE. 
Mini try of Mu of War, 
22nd May, 191% 
With 1 é to t Orders of the Min of Munit mace 
t | the 1 May rte p. 447] and the 9th May, 1 17, res 
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made by the Food Contro ler the ] wy of “A , 
district of such local utipority I od 
mance of the Local Authorities (1 O N ] 
I the pu poses of th 3 ttrument the expr L 1 \ 
ins, as the ise may be the Maye \ lee i 4 | 
London in Common Cou ’ 4 ( iM 
in Boroug the Cou M i) B r | 
ric Cour f a Rural D { I 
4 


The Oat and Maize Products (Retail Prices) 
Order, 1917. 


n exercise, & the Food ( 


iu \ 
May, 1917, seil ty fer t 
1 i flo i 
nalZe i¢ iba] e ¢ i + | ) 
O) any i a l 
f oats at a p x i | 
/ ages lhe max I ges 
i pa in in l iad i I « 
Fictitious ¢ ' N 
i ed i i VV 
Lite to a Nl ’ i i 
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Divon | 1 Con ’ 


ith May, 1917 
The L 1] Government Board, | i n I t e } d 
troler, hereb ermine t I | Aut 
Food Ce brale \ ] 1917, s ibove Orde 
t Food ( tro f that Ord I ) la 
the ole that O ‘ } t Sched 
to ‘ La 1 Aut lox 1 { \ | | 17 
Da ed this 10 <ha Ma IY1 4 
S ed Yr. J. Wi \ Secre 
ys . ~ >. > : - . ~ 
Ihe Horses (Rationing) Order, 1,17 
Ine eX el i 4 ‘ 1 i 
l. sat wig f ’ f hon 1 
rut ty of Food ( pern 
ed an é Lh cereal i if i s Orae 
2. Hor i the tf Oy ’ | Ord 
I py ) fa g n 1 t 
Sched ule 
L it'd rat t a 
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ROYAL EXCHANGE 
THE SOLICITORS nominated ASSU RANCE A.D, 1720 


by the Creator ofa Trust are 


employed by the Corporation. Acts as Exe culors and 
Trustees of Wills 
And Trustees of New or 


Existing Settlements. 


Apply for full partioulars to— 
The SECRETARY, ROYAL EXCHANCE ASSURANCE, LONDON, E.C. 3. 
LAW COURTS BRANCH, 29 & 30, High Holborn, W.C. 1. 
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The Dealing in Oats (Restriction) Order, 1917. 
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pure h ist 


not the ie 
Kingdom ; 
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; 


Provided that until further notice all persons are authorized 


a) to ship, dispose of, and deal in oats already bought for 
future al pment ; 
h) to buy. ae ] or de i] in 


United Kingdom 


mata or passage to, or arrived at, OF 


! 


already landed in the 


) to fulfil any sales made prior to the date of this Order whether 

on a C.I.F. basis or an any other basis 
2. Returns of tock f ite to arrive All persons concerned shall 
before the 2lst May. 1917, furnish to the Secretary of the Oats Control 


J] 
Committee, Grosvenor House, Upper Grosvenor-street, London, W. 1, a 


statement showing 


stocks of their oate afloat 
ii) wnetl ipped purchases of oats at the date of this Order, 


ii) quantity sold or unsold in each case 


3 Penalty If any pers acts in contravention of this Order or aids 
or abeta any other person whether or not such other person is in the 
United Kingdom, im doi anything which if done in the United King 


dom would he a 
summary offence against the Defence of the Realm Regulations, and if 


ontravention of this Order, that person 1s guilty of 4 
such person is a company every director and officer of the company 
is Also guilty of 4 summa fence against ee regulations unless he 
proves that the contravention took place without his knowledge or 


t 


consent 
4. Title and mmencement f Order ’ This Order may be cited 
as the Dealings { Restriction Order, 1917 
h) This Order shall come into force in the 15th M Ly, 1917. 
14th May Devonrort, Food Controller 


The Public Meals Order, No. 2, 1917. 


In exercise, & the Food Controller hereby orders that the Pubh 
Mea Order, 1917 (hers itter illed the Pri | Order |ante, | 102 |), 
shall be amended as follow 


] There shall be deleted from the Prin pal Order the whole of 


clause 2 (a), and the words m meatless days and in clause 2 (b) and 
the words “or in respect of the meat allowance of any meal which is 
served on a meatless day in clauge 5 

2. The following clause shall be substituted for clause 4 (e) of the 
Principal Orde 

Where the flour or sugar ed in any articles is not otherwise brought 
into account, cakes to be reckoned as containing 3O per cent. of flour 


by werght, buns 50 per cent. scones 70 per cent biscuits 60 per cent 

and macaroni and other e articles 80 per cent.;: cakes and biscuits 
I 

to be reckoned as ta ) per ce t f sugar by weight and buns 


as containing 10 per cent, 


4. The following ~ 1 hall be added at the end of the definition 
of flour, contained in clause 9 of the Princi Urde and any barley 
flour, barley meal or maize flour 

4. Clauses 2 and 3 of this Order shall! come into force on 20th May 
1917, 

5 Copies of the Prin pal Order hereafter to be printed under the 
authority of His males s Stationery Office shall be printed with the 
omissions subetitut ns and additions directed to be made by this 
Order and the Prin pa Order shall take effect as if it had been made 
with such omiseivns, substitutions, and additions 

6. This Order may be cited as the Public Meals Order, No. 2. 1917 

14th M 1) 

The Local Government Board by arrangement with the Food Con 
troller hereby determine that the provisions of the Local Authorities 
Food Control) Order (N |), 1917, shall apply to the above Order of 
the Food Controller as if that Order were mentioned in column 1 and 
the whole of that Order were mentioned in column 2 of the Schedule 
to the Local Authoritic Food Control) Order (No. 1 1917, 

Signed) F. J. Wiiwis, Assistant Secretar 

Dated this 15th day {f May, 1917 


Devonrort, Food Controlle: 


Port Control. 


’ , : , 
The Shippu Controller at unces that, by an arrangement with the 


Mersey Docks and Harbou B wd, he has appointed Mr, L. A. P 


Warner, Deputy General Manager under the Board, to take charge of 
the department of the Ministry of Shippin responsible for port work 
and the development of the ports he question of tacilities at the southern 
and western port wnong the matters to which pecial attent 

being giver M Warner will wor in Close touch with the Royal 
Commission on Wheat Supplies, the Railway Executive. and other 


bodies concerned 

The Ministry “2 also secured the services of Mr A. H tead, of 
Li erpool who will be specially concerned with questions affecting the 
coastal trade of the United Kingdom Mr. Read is chairman of th« 
Powell, Bacon and Hough Lines and of the British and Irish Steam 
Packet Company—two of the steamship companies ; 
wnd the is also chairman of the Victoria Wharves Limited), 


largest coasting 





Enforcement of Food Orders. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD ORDER 


To the Mayor, Aldermen, and Commons of the City of Lond 
Common Council assembled ; 


To the Councils of the several Metropolitan Soroughs, Muni 
Boroughs, and other Urban Districts in England and Wales 
fo the Councils of the several Rural Districts in England a 


Wales ; 
To the Council of the Isles of Scilly; 
And to all others whom it may concern. 
of the Defence of the | 


Whereas by Regulation numbe red 2 
poet that we, the 


Regulations it is among other thi 
avoummauela with the Food Cont: 


Government Board, may, by 
confer and impose on any local authorities and their officers any pr 
and duties in connection with the enforcement of Regulations 
bered 2r. und 2. of the Defence of the Rea m Regulati« ns; 

And whereas the Food Controller has, in pursuance of t 
Regulation numbered 2F . m ude the Orders the titles of whicl 
et forth in column 1 of the Schedule to this Order : 


Now therefore, in pursuance of our powers in that behalf, and 
wrangement with the Food Controller, we hereby Order as follows 
Article I.—In these Regulations, 
appears 
a) The expression “Local Authority ’’ means, as the case 
be, they Mayor, Aldermen, and Commons of the City of Lond 
in Common Council assembled, the Council of a Metrop« 
Borough, the Council of a Municipal Borough or other | 
District, the Council of a Rural District, or the Council of 
Isles of Scilly; 
b) Tie expression ‘‘ District ’’ means the District subject t 
jurisdiction of the Local Authority for the purposes of the P 
Health London) Act, 1891, or of the Public Health Act, li 


as the case may be 


Article II.—We hereby confer and impose upon every Local Aut! 
and upon such of their officers as they may designate or appoint 
the purpose the powers and duties of enforcing within their Dist 
in conformity with the Defence of the Realm Regulations, so mu 
the Orders specified in column 1 of the Schedule to this Order a 

mprised within the parts of those Orders which are respective! 

2 of the said Schedule, and so much of any Orde 
by the Food Controller as we may determine and 1 


unless the contrary intent 


‘th in <« olumn 






after issued 
thereon 

Article III.—Any expenses incurred by a Local Authority i 
execution of this Order shall be defrayed in like manner as 
expenses had been incurred in the execution of the Public He ‘Ith \ 
1875, or the Public ‘Health (London) Act, 1891, as the case may bi 

Article IV.—This Order may be cited as “the Local Author 
Food Control) Order mo. 1), Sean” 


SCHEDULE. 





Part of the Order in respect 
of which powers and duties 
are conferred and imposed 
on Local Authorities and 
their Officers. 


l. 2. 


Title of Order. 


The Brewers Sugar Order, 1917... Clause 2 
The Potatoes 1916 Main Crop (P rices) So much as relates to pota- 
Order (No. 2), 1917 toes sold or offered for sale 

by retail 

So much as relates to milk 
sold or offered for sale by 
retail 

Clause 1 

Clauses | and 2 [anfe, p. 3 

The whole Order [an/e, p. 303 

The whole Order|[ ante, p. 35% 

The whole Order([an/e, p. 

The whole Order | an/e, p. 

Clauses 5 [ante, p. 304 


The Price of Milk Order, 1917 


The Feeding of Game Order, 1917 

The Sugar (Confectionery) Order, 1917 

The Bread Order, 1917 ia 

The Swedes (Prices) Order, 1917 he 7 

The Food (Conditions of Sale) Order, 1917 

The Tea (Nett Weight) Order, 1917 se 

The Manufacture of Flour and Bread 
Order (No 2), 1917 

The Public Meals Order, 1917 it 

The Cake and Pastry Order, 1917... 

The Wheat, Rye and Rice (Restriction) 
Order, 1917 

The Maize, Barley and Oats (Restriction) 
Order, 1917 





The whole Order[ ante, p. 402 
Thewhole Order({ante, p. 434 
The whole Order{ante, p. 44: 


Thewhole Order [antfe, p. 465 








Given under the Seal of Office of the Loca] Government Board 


eighth day of May, in the year one thousand nine hundred 


Ruonppa, President. 


H, C. Monro, Secretary. 

















es 


id 
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Societies. 


The Union Society of London. 
he Middle Temple Common Room on Wednesday, | 


p.m, 


r ‘ 


I 


Britis Government and Russian 
Peace Aims. 





EQUITY AND LAW 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
18, ZINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 


‘ TI i , ESTABLISHED 1844 
was 1a 3 be 84 
Mr. | DIRECTORS. 


, 
subj “tL for de 


pre} a Upeuer, 
| 
|} James Austen-Cartmell, Esq. Archibald Herbert James, Esq. 
Alexander Dingwall Bateson, Esq., K.¢ Wiiliam Maples, Esq. 

John George Butcher, Esq., K.C., M.P. Allan Ernest Messer, Esq. 
Felix Cassel, Esq. K.c. 

Edmund Church, Esq. Bart, D.Cc.L 
| Puilip G. Collins, Esq Charles R. Rivington, Esq. 

Harry Mitton Crookenden, Esq. Mark Lemon Romer, Eaq., K.C 
| Kobert William Libdin, Esq. the Hon. Sir Charlies Russell, Bart. 
Charles Baker Dimond, Esq Charles Wigan, Esq. 

L. W. North Hickley, Esq 


| FUNDS EXCEED - ~- £5,000,000. 
| 
L 


Chairman—John Croft Deverell, Esq. Deputy-Chairman—Richard Stephens Taylor, Esq 


rhe Rt. Hun. Sir Walter G. F. Phillimore, 








In the House of Common Wednesd Mr. Treve ! ked whethe ; 
. ‘ All classes of Life Assurance Granted Whole Life and Endowment Assurances 
aM MMOTmAtO! id been rece ved as to Un a uraging elfect IM | without profits, at exceptionally low rates of premium, 
sia of the f re of sit : , the debate of 16th | 
~ : a : opt t . 4 l “ws ( ; rnmet ! . bree t oF a 1 W. P. PHELPS, Manager. 
R in Government ! t st had be é the Gove ent 
remedy that unfortunat pr | that figure But the Federal Government recently imposed a tax 
Lord R. Cecil: No intimation, offi rv other ) e elle stated | 6d t p ind on dividends paid to absentee shareholders, and this 
the first part of the question has reached His Majesty’s Government. | imposition has provided an easy solution of the diffi ulty In view 
| have, however, seen a telegram from Petrograd in the Press which | this decisior the Inland Revenue Department it may be assumed that 
s certain criticisms of the declaration made by the British Govern- | the other Australian mpanies will be able to pay their dividends 
nt in the debate of 16th May Lhe sms proceeded on an entire | jy future under the smaller tax deduction 5 
sconception of what was then stated, and it is difficult to believe that | 
ey can be founded on ny decently accurate report, The whole : ames 
foundation of the report : ha Ll ce ed the gramme ot the 
{ incil ol Delegates Phy Hous vil ! le ha l expressly di | . 
uimed any such intention ; it t mitra vccepting as I did R h f R Zo d M 
e interpretation placed on Russian statemet ry the n. member ly ts O e-examine en. 
Leicester (Mr. Ramsay Macdonald), I made it clear that the British | ip Donald Maclean, M.P., says the Z'imes, chairman of the London 
“ere m tne — = a : aelban ir Russia - \llies \ppeal ‘T na winounced Wednesday that many inquiries were 
laid speci ul stress ol ” " " ums and aspirations wert heing mad nen wh having reached as far as the Appeal Tribunal, 
dictated solely by our detern ! " secure . pe we founded on had eithe een relegated the ‘Reserve or had been discharged from 
national liberty and internation in ty, d that all Imperi Sic SIMS | a8, Aemy. and ‘were mou submitting to a fresh medical examination 
based on force or conq vere ¢ tirely absent fron our programme. | ide Le te hh (heir inquiry was whether their appeals, which 
vould emphasise the fa hat the most recent declaration of the they were entitled to make under the new A« t, started ds n vo from the 
reconstituted Government Ru plete harmony with this Adviso Committee or from the Appeal Tribunal, where they left off. 
poy: | I ' lea said Mr Maclean, that all previous applications 
a = | exemption were wiped out, and that the men started with fresh tribunal 
-- rights in ever respect Therefore, they would go baek » the bottom 


Transfers 


of 


Government Stocks. | #4 i they wished, to the Appeal Tribunal again 


t 
ladder, to the Advisor Committee, then to the lo 


Some minor improvement facilitating the tr sfer and registration = : ne 
~f Government stocks were, says the 7'in wnounced on the 18th inst 
the Bank of England As from 1 June e Ba vill be prepared 
To d Spense with 1 1 lirement 1! ‘ lor n i undertaker - : 
or sexton of certificates of deat . he diate tenlsiese in Companies. 
my tland. : 
fo permit the registration of more than four names in a joint accoun Alliance Assurance Company. 
lo permit more than four a unts e opened in the same nam¢ 
names, in any reyister, provided that the uts be distinguished in ANNUAL MEETING 
‘ rdance with the Nati lebt (iS holders te lie t. 1892 
i “ . “s Md ; ld Rel \ ee ; | general court of the Alliance Assurance Co., Ltd., wae 
» dise nue fe el 1a le for return ‘ es 
‘ ‘ ; } + : , ion Wednesday at the head thie in ‘Bartho‘omew -lane EA Col, 
ninistra ns Dy reg ered post a d r int na th regard to . 
t y ‘ ‘ ‘ ] Frat \ Lu is leput La mar pie dling 
mounts ol ocKk acquire 1 by ments under he \ccumulative } 
D lend Gchen . The Secrerary (Mr. Sidney ‘I. Smith) having read the notice con 
den heme . 
mee ‘ ulotan eport 
Other matters in re rd t j honed yu increased f; j "y ' ind ‘ bic } . ‘ _ : 
to the publi ul ow nder considerati Better facilities or he HAIRMAN nmoving the a plion « the report, a ter apologising 
ferring 1 vad that it iene t] = ae : f the absence of the hairman (the Hon. N. Charles Rothschild) 
af ’ egistere¢ s } ou command the same rice 
AS bed var . ld n . ; 11 4 ‘ k Ex throug! indisposition, referred to the retirement of the late veneral 
= pent il 7 miu i it i l t Ne tf . 
cha s and the publi ; manager, Mr. Robert Le The extract from the minutes of the 
board, which was embodied in the report, conveyed exactly the opinion 
— f the directors of the value of Mr. Lewis's services to the company, 
and the reat revret at havu to accede to his application to retire was 
only modified by his acceptance of a seat at the board which they were 


Australian Dividends and Income | mls to» pieasea to offer to him. ‘They thus continued to have the 


The Tim 1 informed that 
unies h just el da 

ne o tal idval e ol 
i e | Lice \ 1916 
§ ly the lis yutions 
su to income-tax at t 
T relief was al | re 
\ 4 ‘ mm} mie 

1 f the Austral “conc 
Fed taxation l btai 
u » Ils. 6d 1 the id 


ff ‘ 
different State taxes. nor 


assessed on all profits —t 


prove that the whole of 





pou 
I e profits had already be« 


e« 


he Federal 


rt . idvantage of his experience and advice, and he could assure the share 
t ther tat , 
I ax Relief. holders that th did not hesitate to a uil themselves of both, with 
it advantage to the ompany In the life de} irtment the net new 
Aa mportant grout ~~ Australia mining busine mpleted for tl year al inted to £925,765 That amount was 
it! ty from the Inland Revenue Denar below the busine completed in the years mmediately prio! to the war, 
ef from doubl ncome-tax allowed | but it shewed a ver satisfactor crease of £150,000 on the amount 
n ma ng payment « d lends (or completed n 1915 The var had naturally affected the acquis tion 
which will be made xt monta, vil be I vy bu ess t it department The claim in the Alhance Life 
ite f 3s, 6d. in the pound instead of 5s \ yunt amounted to £397,629. Of that sum more than § 17,000 repre 
pe lividend listributed by Sou serded war clain Apart from the waa tims the mortality experienced 
rmission | ven withheld the vA é f rable The total war claims from the beginning in the 
wing i iharity of Australian Alliance Account now amounted to £259,341 The income from interest 
dva | } , ed n the Lif \eoount ewed a ihbetantia rease but that was more 
was essary to 1 e that the whole | than offect by the lar reise in income tax. The Alliance Life and 
taxed to that « but although the Annimt Funds at the ose of the year exceeded £8,500,000, and the 
W ire es tha | the pow d, are total lafe Fund n al closed ac« int exceedeadl £18,250.000 The 
t I 6d levied 1 undists Ki \ccoun ewed wad result The premium income had been 
d difficult, at any rate in some cases, to | slightly increased. and the loss experienced had been ve ry favourable. 


buts j profits only wu was fou 


the 


pr 


fits 





had been taxed at not less than Nhe surplus on the a int, after providing £5,661 to make up the 40 pet 


cal tribunal, 
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‘ 


cem. reserve jor unexpired LiskKs, amounted to 2000,00/, and this am 


t 


with £75,340 interest on the kive Lusurance 


the profit and loss a mt Lhe £ 
I I inexpired i pmounted 

i epliona i mid 
j al t 4 nua I 4 1 

i ln the Mat Db ent t 

es, due p I rp A 
ule in e accounts for 11ms in rer] 

Lhe eld the yeal And 4V | en I 





un of £04,406 had bee tuanslerred 
Marine Insurance fund, including res 

at the end ol the year » £012,419 l 
standing, £905,791 j huded n 

Jur the yea 1 re ‘ is Ua é 
pre 1 ead bu uso I Pp son it 

curred up to tl “l yea | | 
and n I i 1 hdition 
prenwiun ncome respect ol ineXpired 
iccident Department the resu ot the y 
lactor) [his department dealt with a 
nsura 4 ich @ t } I v ) p 
motor car d fid I L he 
me 1 had i i} nee t 
le A wru va + | flab Le ie 
normal again @ Tul er de opm I 
lu ird t Alter ma y adequate p 
sum of £68,537 (including £17,008 intere 
the Accident Department a int to the 
regard to the Pr iL ‘ ul 

as follow lhe underwriting profit { 
departnents Was in the agpregate £458 
received (leas income tax) amounted tk 
rene ed as Uh hare! it pv Lion ol 
the other side of the a int divudends 
£3504 006 ere pa l propert: tax, lncome 
to £85,199, and £12.72 xd been pplied 
account The balance of t Protit anal 
being £201,164 in exc of the balance at 
Since the last meet the board ul mt 
in all possible wa nu comme n th hin 
able they had dealt t t « irbbie 
tune t vil requ i t » a 
amount I tne ' t p 
tanted no reac! it t } 1 I 
wried i snd t ! Pp 

rite the hod { ' n 

bout £1,800,000 a 4 f te s 
‘ l of 1916 » l yea 
{ tlhe ‘ Loan ina i hin I 
it e pre ent tin i ) t " l 

! tL ment tha ra or I 

I ( bpp ra ‘ torce 
I ted to i tina 1 ad 

f the ‘ Iw F the pa itlicia 


ollicials, many of i ‘ 4 
ke ledue had t n l t rel 
‘ 1 had been untinin lu idg 
iad p debt I ratitude t t iff fon 
tunes. 

Mr, ( kK. Barnetr seconded the 


} 
unanimously. 


The retiring director mad iditor were 


A vote of thanks to the dTrector ind staff 





Obituary. 


Mr. Forder Lampard. 


Mr. (Fs 


at the age xty-one, Was a member of 


and became clerk to the guardians at Westn 
the kar at Gray's Inn in Novembe L8O% a 
the Middle Temple and practised on the Wester 


very well known. (He was an authority o1 
the author of a work o1 public wuthoritic 
important rating appeal 





g many year 
the General Council of the Bar. and to 
work of the council \ keen sportsman, 
of the Gray’s Inn Cricket Club He 


merit and 


Institute, Clerkenwell. He was unmarried 
surviving member of the family, 


EDERIOK JouN Forper LAMparp 


a very effective round-arm bev 
vears he re gular], took part in the Sum lay 


Qui ante diem periit, 
Sed miles, sed pro patria. 





Captain James P. Tucker. 





Captain JAMES PArKE Tucker, Sherwood Foresters, only son 
t 1 Mrs \W lk Lucket q L ndiey, Paignton, was killed on 2 
\pril, aged twenty-two, while leading his company into action 
W 2 ed sted at M pelier School, Paignton, and Kelly { 
la tock, and ws articled to Mr. H. V. J. Watts, of Messrs. Wa 


\\ leoombe & Watts, solicitors, Newton Abbot. He enlisted 
toval Fusiliers (Pub Scho Battaiion) in Se ptember, 1915, rect 
i Sherwood Foresters in the following Janu 
He was gazetted as acting captain from 6th December last. 
Captain Charles L. Harvey. 
ptain Cuartes Lewis Harvey, Lincolnshire Regiment, who d 
usp tal on 10th May of wounds received on Good Friday, Was 
dest surviving son of Mr. and Mrs, H. H. Harvey, of Willesby, 5 
hiee and Was wed thirty-eight, He was admitted as a soulcrtor 1! ivt 
Hie practised in partnership with his father, and was deputy clet 
the Spalding Urban District Council. He was a fine all-round at 
for h county at both cricket and hockey. He ma 
r, 1915, the on ly daughter of Mr. and Mrs. J. W. G 
f West Elloe, Spalding, and-leaves one little daughter 








Legal News, 


Appointments, 


The f ng appointments have been made in the offic 
Parliamentary Counsel 
Sir FrepericKx Lippett, K.C.B., to be First Parliamentary ( 
ICCESSI to Sir Arthur Thring, K.C.B., who has been ap} 


( rk of the Parliaments Sir Frederick Liddell, who is the second 
the late Dean of Christ Church, was a Fellow of All Souls fron 
1906. He was called to the Bar at Lincoln’s Inn in 1894, and 

ippointed nd Parliamentary Counsel in 1903. 

Mr. W. M. Grauam-Harrison, Solicitor to the Board of Custon 
Excise, to be Second Parliamentary Counsel. Mr, Graham-Harrisor 
Viner Sel i it Oxtord in 1895, and was also elected a F‘ 

All Souls in the same year He was called to the Bar at Lincol: 

in 169/, and was Assistant Parliamentary Counsel to the Treasury 

190 1912. He was appointed Solicitor to the Board of Custon 

Exel ! 1913 He is also acting legal adviser to the Insu 

( m ronel lurit the interval 
The Hon. HuGu Gopiey to be Third Parliamentary Counsel \l 

Godley is the only surviving son of Lord Kilbracken. He was called 


the Bar at Lin In’s Inn in 1902, has practised at the Parliament 


Bar, and has for some time been working in the Parliamentary Cou! 


Mr. Hpnry Campsett ALCHORNE BINGLEY has been appointed to be a 
Met /porutan Police Magistrate to fill the vacancy caused by the de 
Mr. Paul Taylor Mr. Bingley was educated at Trinity College, | 
bridwe vhere he has taken the degree of LL.M., and was called 
Bar | the Ln Temple in 1888 He has been secretary to the Le 
Council of the Bar since its institution, 





General. 


The Association of Municipal Corporations, having considered 
proposals to form a Ministry of Public Health, their Law Committee 
recommend the council of the association, who will meet on 14t 
June, to pass the following resolution :—‘t That inasmuch as the 
servation and improvement of the public health call for the exe: 
ide powers of local government touching the lives of the people at 
many points, and involving questions, not only of public medicine, but 
f engineering economics and finance, and as these powers have 
rn ¥ years entrusted to publicly elected bodies, under th 


ind regulation of the Local Government Board, and unde 
tem there has been a steady and progressive improvement 
ith of the people, this council is of opinion that if any further 
lidation or extension of public health powers is desired, it 
ttained by a development of the present organization and the ré 
n of the Local Government Board as the Central Public H ! 


ns on Mor 


iday Sir R. Winfrey, rep! 


ert about the fining of a farmer for } 





pheasant destroy no the eed of a growing rop, said The B ira 
ed a full report t be made in the matter by their Distri ‘ 
" ner, and have decided that, in this particular case, inter 
is not justified The War Executive Committee in this area has already 


cured on this estate a reduction of the pheasants, which are far fewer 





than Press reports of the case suggest. On the general question of game 
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ALLIANCE 


ASSURANCE COMPANY, LTD. 


ESTABLISHED IN 1824. 


Assets exceed £24,000,000. 








Heao Orrice: BARTHOLOMEW LANE, LONDON, E.C. 


DIRECTORS: 
The Hon. N. CHARLES ROTHSCHILD, Chairman. 
Col. FRANCIS A. LUCAS, Deputy Chairman. 

Sir IAN HEATHCOAT AMORY, Bart. The MARQUESS OF HARTINGTON 
CHARLES EDWARD BARNETT, Esq. C. SHIRREFF HILTON, Esq. 
FREDERICK CAVENDISH BENTINCK, Esq. W. DOURO HOARE, Esq. 
FRANCIS AUGUSTUS BEVAN, Esq. ctnacnrclppicorscing Aeggideamaematiaes eae 

eae Pa ae ROBERT LEWIS, Esq. 
Hon. KENELM PLEYDELL BOUVERIE. CECIL FRANCIS PARR, Esq. 
THOMAS HENRY BURROUGHES, Esq. Hon. HENRY BERKELEY PORTMAN. 
JOHN CATOR, Esq., M.P. Sir MARCUS SAMUEL, Bart. 
LORD DALMENY. H. MELVILL SIMONS, Esq. 
HUGH H. J. W. DRUMMOND, Esq. HENRY ALEXANDER TROTTER, Esq. 
Captain GERALD M. A. ELLIS Right Hon. the EARL OF VERULAM. 


Business transacted by the Company :— 


(1) LIFE INSURANCE, with and without Profits, with special provisions for 
payment of ESTATE DUTIES and for CHILDREN’S EDUCATION. 


(2) FIRE INSURANCE of every description. 

(3) INSURANCES to COVER LOSS of RENT, INTEREST an PROFIT, consequent uj 
Fire damage to Property. 

(4) MARINE INSURANCE. 

(5) BURGLARY, THEFT, and PLATE GLASS INSURANCE. 


the 


ON 


(6) ACCIDENT, including Personal Accident, Motor Car and Employers’ Liability 


Insurance. 


Fidelity Guarantee and Sinking Fund Policies are also granted. 


Applications for Agencies are entertained, and Prospectuses with other papers may be h 


on written or personal application. 


O. Morgan Owen, General Manager. 
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toard have decided to revive the Destruction of Pheasants 
on 31st March last. This will permit landlords 
and shooting tenants to continue to shoot pheasants, and v ill enable 
Executive Committees, if they think it necessary im sper il cases, to 
authorize the farming tenant to do farm. The Board ar 
making an Order prohibiting the except under 
licence by the War Committe 


damage, the 
Order, which expired 


fon his 
rearin easants 


Executive 








The Property Mart 


Forthcoming Auctior. Sales 


May 21.—Messrs. Wau. Hoventon & Co., at the Mart,at 2 
(see advertisement, back page, May 19). 

June 12.—Mesers. Hampton & SONS, at the Mart : Freeholds (see advertisement, back 
page, May 19). 

June 14, 21. July 17.—Messre. DANIEL SMITH, OAKLEY & GARRARD, at the Mart: 
Freehold Estates, &c. (seo advertisement, page iil., May 12). 


Freehold Ground Kent+, &c. 


Court Papers. 
WHITSUN VACATION, 1917 
Novice 
There will be no sitting in Court during the hitsun Vacation 
During the Whitsun Vacation, all appli ons which may requir 
to be immediately or promptly made to the Honour 
able Mr, Justice Atki 
The Honourable Mr 
Saturday, 26th May, to 
Lordship will sit in King’s 
3lst May, at 10.50 o'clock 
applications in urgent matters 
or, if necessary, persona ly 
When applications are 
sent to the Judge, by rail prepaid, ace 
of the affidavits upport of the also by a minute 
separate f igned by counsel f the order he 
and also an envelope, suffi iently 
papers, addre follows : 
Registrar in Chancery 
of Justice, L : 


addit on to 


Vacation Judge from 
inclusive. His 
Thursday, 
per od 


Justice Atkin w wt as 

Monday, 4th June, both 
Bench Judges’ Chambers 
On other days wit the 
may be his Lordsh p by post 


d ivs 
on 
above 


made to 


the brief f counsel should be 
mpanied by office copies 


made by post 
application, and 
sheet o paper may 
entitled to 

the 
ial Let To the 


on a 
consider the appli ant 
capable of 
Offi 
Chamber Rov ‘ourt 


Injunction ir 


ssed as 
Vacation 
idon, W.C 
the above, a cop 0 


} 
LIK 


stamped, 
“ Chancery 
Registrars’ 
On applic itions 
the writ, and a certificate of writ issued, muet 
The papers sent to the Judge will be returned to the Registrar 
The address of the Vacation Judge can be obtained on vpplication at 
the Chancery Registrars’ ( Room 136, Royal ( of Justice 


tor f 
1 


he sent 


lamobers yurts 





Winding-up Notices. 
STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


JOINT 


London Gazette—TURSDAY, May 15 

ALBERT SALKIN & Co, Ltp.—Oreditors are required, on or before June 25, to send their 
names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Richard Caton de 
Zouche, 8, Cook st, Liverpool, liquidator. 

HARMAN ELECTRIC Co, Ltp.—Creditors sre required, on or before June 30, to send 
their names ani addresses, and (the particulars of their debts or claims, to Percy 
Frederick Huddleston, 72, Finsbury pymt, liquidator 

HARTLEY, IsHERWOOD & Co, LTD.—Creditors are requested, on or before May 31, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Proc- 
tor, 3, Grimshaw at, Burnley, liqui lator. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, May 11. 

*Obell” Steamship Co, Ltd 
John Davis, | td. 

@laughton Music Hal! Co, Ltd. 
Industria! Railways Co, Ltd. 
Batchelor & Co, Ltd. 


Davison's Film Sales Agency, Ltd. 

Overseas Film Co, Ltd. 

James, Talbot & Davison, 

Tatem & Co (1915), Ltd. 

Hargreaves Investment Co, Ltd. 

Kay Street Cotton Spinning & Mauufac- 
turing Co, Ltd. 


Ltd. 


London Gazette. —TUESDAY, May 15. 

Allen Poultry, Co, Lt¢. 

Farleys, Ltd, 

Windsor Delicacies, Ltd. 

Halifsx & District Permanent Banking 
Co, Ltd, 


C. T. Gorman, Ltd. 

F. ©. Walker & Co, Ltd, 
Musical Components, Ltd. 
Sharp's Drug Stores, Ltd 
William Mawson & Co, L‘d. 


Oxton Steamship Co, Ltd. 


_ ° rs : - 
Winding-up of Enemy Businesses. 
London Gazette. —FRIDAY, May 11. 

HERMANN A. Kocu.—Creditors are required, on or before May 25, te send full particu’ar® 
of their debts or claims, by prepaid post, to Arthur Samuel Cully, 191, Corporation at, 
Birmingham, controller. 

LONDON EmerY WorKS Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 16, to send 
their names an | addresses, and the partieulars of their debts or claims,to Mr. R. Evans 
Smith, 53, New Broad at, controller. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, May 15. 


H. Cnrinorn & Co, Lrp.—Credit rs are required, on or before June 11, to send full 
particulars of their debts or claims, by prepaid post, to E. J. Webber, 64, Gresham st, 
controller. 





Creditors’ Notices. 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last DAY oF CLAIM, 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, May 11. 


June4 Wells & Sons, Paternoster row 


Amks, EDGAR, Re'yvate 
June 4 Attree & Co, Raymond bidgs, 


ARNOLD, ERNEST PENROSE, Godalming, Surrey 
Gray's inn 

ATKINSON, Dr WILLIAM JosEPH, Broadhurst gdns, West Hampstead May 31 
Co, Old Jewry 

AYRES, GEORGE MORTIMER, Littlehay, Staffs, Gardener June 15 Russell & Son, Lich- 
field 

BANKS, THOMAS HENRY, Bath June 9 

BECKLEY, WILLIAM, Brighton June 12 

BLAMIERS, THOMAS HErrER, Canterbury, Armourer Sergt Maj 
Canterbury 

BLOCKLEY, JOHN FREDERICK, Sheffield, Managing Director June25 Irons, Sheffield 

Boyse, EMILY CLARB, Bannow, Wexford Junel5 Hasties, Lincoln's inn fields 

BROWN, CHARLES, Manchester, Yaro Merchant Jun-22 Higham & Co, Manchester 

BURNETT, ROBERT HARYBY, Denbigh st, Warwick sq, Engineer June 15 Hortin, 
Edgware rd 

CARR, ELLEN, Torquay June 18 Stileman & Neate, Southampton st, Bloomsbury sq 

CARTWRIGHT, MARY, Birmingham June13 Musgrove & Co, birmingham 

CLEEVE, EMMA CONSTANCR, Great Yarmouth June 5 Capron & Co, Grags, Eeser 

Cook, ARTHUR JAMES, Hyde Vark3p! June 12 Watkins, Basinghall st 

CREAKE, HENRY, Norwich, Tobacconist June 16 Cozens-Hardy & Jewson, Norwich 

CREAKE, Rosina, Norwich Junel6é Cozens-Hardy & Jewson, Norwich 

Cromer, Rt Hon Evsiys, Earl of, Wimpole st June 21 Norton & Co, Old 
Beoad st 

Dinp, OSCAR KNOCKER, Virginia Water Jane 15 Jacksen & Co, Hall 

DOULTON, MATILDA, Anson rd, Crickleweod June9 Vandercom & Co, Bush In 

DYKE, ROBERT, Marnbull, Dorset, Farmer July 12 Brenvand & Wilson, Sturminster 
Newton, Dorset 

EDWARDS, EDWARD ASHLEY 
Bishop's Waltham 

ELLioTT, Epwin FRANK, Playden, ur Rye June 5 Dawes & Son, 
Sussex 

EspAILe, Lucy JANE, Burley, Hants Junel6é Jackson & Sous, Ringwood 

ETHERIDGE. GEORGE, Beddington, Surrey June 18 Edridge & Vo, Croydon 

FENNELL, LINTON ALBERT RAMSAY, Camborne, Cornwall, Dental Surgeon 
Thomas, Camborne 


Betts & 


Wood & Awdry, Chippenham 
Champion & Co, Brighton 
June 6 Furley & Furley, 


Bishop's Waltham, Brewer June 30 Warner & Kirby, 


3ank chmbrs, Rye, 


June 20, 
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THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


MOORGATE STREET, t0NDOW, 
ESTABLISHED 


IN 1890. 


LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses for iasertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent on 


application. 


POOLING INSURANCE. 


The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURCLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


APPhLY FOR 


PROSPECTUS. 














